








WSIS 


ry 








Grdecos primim aietores’, 





&  , 
S 3 
S =~ 
& a 
= a 
‘= on 
= w 
= S 
@ 3 
Qe R 
— = 
& 

= Se) 
= " 
a. SN 
— “15° 
(oe. gee 








. PHILES & CO., No. 51 


a”) 





Nassau Street, N. Y. 





Contents of Number XII. 


I. ‘Rezicio Brsrioro.#, etc. 
Il. Account or THE Lire or Ricarp pe Bury, Bisnor or Duriam. (Con- 
cluded.) 
II. THe Testament of ‘rhe Empgror \Avcusrus. 
IV. Awatyse pes Travaux BE LA SocieTe pes PxitosiBion DE Lonores, 
V. “Tue DeatH ano Cuaracrer of THE Ever-Memorabie Mr. Jon 
Corton. 


VI. Swewiey’s ‘‘Laon and CyTHna.” 


VIL, Miuscetrangous Irems: 
A Conclufion of Morall Documents,’ concerning the Duties of Euery 
Eftate, etc. The Life, Death, and Literary Remains, of—Nobody. 
‘A Few Sentensés about Books. Number of the Children of John 
Rogers, the Martyr, Paradife of Dayntie Devifes. 


VIII. CatArocue. 


265° 


269. 


270 


272 


274 
278 


282 


4 





December, 1861. The Philobiblion. Number 1. 


PROS PEC T:.U Ss. 


JN publifhing the firft number of The Pbhilobiblion, a few words 
of preliminary ftatémerit may be neceflary, as to the peculiar 
aim and charatter of the Journal here announced. 
The prattical bufinefs experience of the Publifhers, and their 


ey 


{pecial corref{pondence for fome years pa{t with Librarians, Scholars, 
, and Amateur Book Collettors ‘in different parts of the country, 
have led them to believe that an ufeful and important defideratum 
in Literature might be fupplied by combining the obvious utility 


‘ of a priced Monthly Catalogue of a choice feleéion of {tandard 

works, with a feries of Literary Effays, and Critical. Notices of rare, 
curious, and valuable books. In addition to this {cheme, the Pub- 

lifhers propofe.ito devote a portion of the pages of he Philobib- 
} lion to a department of “ Notes and’ Queries,” hoping thereby to 
render it an highly ufeful medium of voluntary communication 
between the ftudent3_ and literary men {fcattered. throughout the 


country, on all topics of general intereft connected with literature ; 
and in which liberal freedom of difcuffion will be permitted and 
encouraged. In accordance with this defign, the Publithers would 
refpectfully folicit contributions to this portion of their Journal. 
The Philobiblion will be printed on India paper, and publifhed 
monthly at $2.00 a year, invariably in advance. 
All communications fhould be addreffed to the Publithers, 


GEO. P. PHILES & CO., 
No. 51 Nassau Street, N. Y. 
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Walpole’s M15. Notes on Bale. 


After more than a century and a half, 
Bayle’s Dictionary is ftill the fame favorite 
with the lovers of books that it was upon 
its first publication. The efteem in which 
it was held by Johnfon, Gibbon and D’Is- 
raeli, who were certainly competent judges 
of good reading, is well known. In Moore’s 
Diary its various merits are pleafantly fet 
forth by Lord Holland: 


Sept. 2, 1837. Received a note from 
Lord Holland announcing that his prefent 
of Bayle was on its way down by the wagon, 
The note was accompanied by an amufing 
ftring of rhymes full of fun and pun, a la 
Swift; and the next day’s poft brought me 
what he calls Editio auétior et emendatior 
of the fame, which I fhall here tranfcribe : 


“My Dear Moorg, 


¢ Neither poet nor fcholar can fail 

To be pleafed with the critic I fend you—’tis Bayle, 

At leifure or working, in ficknefs or hale, 

One can ever find fomething to fuit one in Bayle. 

Would you argue with fools who your verfes affail, 

Why here’s logic and learning fupplied you by Bayle. 

Indeed, as a. merchant would {peak of a fale, 

Of the articles afked for, I forward a Bayle. 

But fhould you, in your turn, have a fancy to rail, 

Let me tell you, these’s store of good blackguard 
in Bayle. 

And stahengh they for libel might throw you in jail, 

Pray what would releafe you fo quickly as Bayle ? 

Your mufe has a knack at an amorous tale, 

Do you want one to verfify ? turn do your Bayle. 

Nay, more—when at fea, in a boifterous gale, 

1° make you acknowledge there’s fervice in Bayle: 

For if water ‘be filling the boat where you fail, 

Tl. be bound you'll cry ‘ bail, my lads,’ Bayle. 

’ A mere correfpondent may truft to the mail, 

But your true man of letters relies on his Bayle. 

So much knowledge in wholefale, and wit in retail. 

(Tho’ you've plenty already) greet kindly in Bayle.” 


Horace Walpole’s copy of the General 
Dictionary, Hiftorical and Critical (10 
vols, folio, London, 1734-41, which in- 
-cludes the beft tranflation of Bayle), is now 
Each volume contains his book 


before me, 
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plate, the coft, the dates when he com- 
menced and finifhed reading it, and ample 
evidence of careful perulal, by numerous 
notes in Walpole’s crabbed hand-writing, 
containing fome curious facts and opinions, 
evincing his knowledge, acutenefs, and ill 
nature, I deem them well worthy of pre- 
fervation. 

Enough of the text is given, to enable 
the reader to underftand Walpole’s com- 
ments, which are indicated by quotation 
marks ; the few illuftrations I have thought 
neceflary are included in brackets. 


Vol. I. p. 67.—The Abbey of Notre-Dame 
de Livri in l’Annoi. 


“Tt was pofleffed by Madam Sevingye’s 
[fic] uncle.” 


P. 314, Art. Domrrius Arer.—This prin- 
cefs [ Agrippina] was so far from fuspect- 
ing that the Emperor had occafioned the 
profecution against her. 


. 


“*It fhould be, this princefs was fo con- 
vinced; or it is nonfenfe,” 


P. 315.—Nor were thefe the leaft evils. 


“It fhould be tranflated, Nor were even 
thefe pleadings bad, but inferior to his for- 


mer.’ 


P. 413, Art. ALamanni.—Among the fey- 
eral poems which he had compofed in 
praife of Francis 1., there was a very 
{mart piece againft the Emperor . 
The emperor had read the piece, and 
when Alamanni appeared before him, and 
pronounced a fine difcourfe in his praife, 
the emperor, who had heard him very 
attentively, gave him no other anfwer 
but the verfes we have related. Ala- 
manni, without being in the leaft out of 
countenance, anfwered immediately,— 
** Sire, fince your majefty has feen thefe 
verfes, I will not difown them. I fpoke 
as a poet who is permitted to ufe fictions 
and lies ;. but now I {peak as an ambaffa- 
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dor, who is obliged to tell the truth: I 
fpoke then as 3 young fpark, but now I 
fpeak as an old man, &c.” 

“« Something like this happened to Wal- 
ler, with Charles II. ; but he made a better 
an{wer.” [The fuperiority of the ‘ Pane- 
gyric on Cromwell” to the “‘ Congratula- 
tion” to Charles II. “ Poets, Sir, fucceed 
better in igen than in truth.”’] 


Vol. II. sea’ Art. Arotoporus, Note C, 
—On his cenfuring the Emperor Hadri- 
an’s plan of a Temple of Venus: citing 
the converfation between Apelles and 
Alexander. 

“« This is a foolifh reafon of Bayle, and 
wh w4 have had a different effect on any 
body elfe, to difbelieve a Fatt, becaufe 
he had found.another example.of it: And 
it is as foolifh to difbelieve that two men 
faid a thing like one another, becaufe the 
two men to whom it was faid, did not aé& 
like one another upon it.” 


P. 125, Art. Aguavivi, Note C.— 
Favori de Pallas, quelque nom qu’on lui 
donne, 
Ou celui de Minerve, ou celui de Bellone. 
“« Favorite of Pallas, if in Arms or Arts, 
She fills Bellona’s or Minerva’s parts.” 


P. 255, Art. Arisromenes.—The ftory of 
his efcape from the cave of criminals into 
which he had been thrown by the Spar- 
tans, 

“This ftory has been senieeted, J in the 

Arabian Nights.” 


P. 463, Art. Aventine, Joun.—Another 
inftance very proper to be added to the 
lift of the Colletes,* and a great many 


others who marricd their maids, 

* «This is of that fpecies of trifles w°? 
have employed many learned men who 
have made collections of all books whofe 
Titles begin with Anti, as Anti-Machiavel, 
or authors who have had two names the 





The Philobiblion. 





Number 1. 


fame, as Alexander ab Alexandro, and the 
prefent inftance of fuch learned perfonages 
as have married their maids,” 


P. 464.—Aventine confidered that by mar- 
rying a handfome young woman, he 
fhould expofe his forehead to a fhameful 
and fhocking difhonor—being in his fix- 
ty-fourth year, &c. 


“What ftuff is all this reafoning!. and 
how unworthy a great man, as Bayle is 
falfely- recon’d, tho even his criticifm, 
which was his Fort (for I do not look upon 
merely having read much, as any merit, at 
leaft it is no proof of parts), is generally 
wafted in adjufting immaterial Dates, fuch 
as whether a German profeffor died in 1502 
or 1503, or in reflections on learned men 
getting good Wives, as in the Note (A) of 
N. Arnoldus; and fuch impertinent trifles 
as that of the fame Arnoldus fpending a 
month agreeably with Martin Gertichius 
his uncle by the mother’s fide.” 


P. 558, Art. Bacon.—The king gave him 
pofitive advice to fubmit himfelf to his 
Houfe of Peers, and that upon his prince- 
ly word he would reftore him again, if 
they in their honors should not be fenfi 
ble of his merits, 


“This is no improbable account of this 
great man’s Fall, efpecially if it be confid- 
ered that K. James wept when he heard 
of the Accufation. When the Earl of Som- 
erfet, his old Favorite, whom he was facri- 
ficing to his new one, went to the Tower, 
this infamous King hung about his neck and 
wept, but the moment he was out of fight, 
faid, Now the De’il take thee, man; I hope 
never to fee thy face again, Lord Bacon’s 
noble confeflion of his fault, which was 
chiefly indulgence to worthlefs fervants, and 
his philofophic behaviour afterwards, look 
little like a guilty mind ; and that very.con- 
feffion might probably flow-from his con- 
{cioufnefs of the King’s betraying him, a 
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flattery that feems hiscommoneft and great- 
eft failing, and the more from its being be- 
ftowed on fo worthlefs an object. His 
having advifed the calling this Parliament, 
might be another motive of the King’s giv- 
ing him up to It, and they had not the vir- 
tue of their fucceffors in 1641, who would 
not be ‘content with that common scape- 
goat of a bad Kimg, the facrifice of his min- 
ifter,” 


P, §76, Art. Baprus.—He would have pro- 
duced as many children as books, if he 
had applied himfelf to one of thefe func- 


‘ tions as early as to the other. 


“‘Cibber fays in his Life that his Wife 
and his Mufe produced a child and a play 


every year for fome time.” 


P. 687, Art. JosHua Barnes.—He was 
rather diftinguifhed for the extraordinary 
quicknefs of his wit than the folidity of 
his judgment. 

“ This Epitaph was made for him ; ‘ Hic 
jacet Jos, Barnes, felicis memoria, expec- 
tans Judicium.” 


Vol. III. p. 205, Art. Dr. THomas Ben- 
neT.—Each nature remaineth entire.in 
itfelf, and retaineth.the properties agree- 
able thereunto, without any converfion, 
compofition, commixtion, or confufion. 


“The meaning of all this nonfenfe is, 
that the two natures of Chrift are mixed 
without any of the: properties of union.” 
“‘ The origin of all the controverfies about 
the Trinity, arofe not from. the difference 
of Beliefs, but, from men trying to make 
fenfe of what they believed. They put 
together to explain it a fet of words that 
had fixed ideas—other men finding it im- 
poflible to believe it condemned them for 
Heretics—if the explanation had no mean- 
ing and confequently approached nearer 
to orthodoxy, it produced as many contro- 
yerfies and different explanations as the 
original enigma, and which is the more in- 
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diffoluble, for that, not being founded on! 
the Scripture but invegted fince; It is ftill 
to be unravelled by It.” 


P. 564, Art. Bracumans.—The filly things 
which the Eaftern nations have believed 
for fo many ages concerning the origin 
of the univerfe, he attributes to the di- 
vine anger, &c. 


** The origin of learning in the Eaft, and 
of error too. Half our prefent knowledge 
arofe'from difcovering the errors of what 
had before been called fo,” 


P. 626, Ait, Jorpanus Brunus. 
““N. B. One of the reafons for believ- 


ing that Bruno was an Atheift, was his be- 
lieving a Plurality of Worlds !” 


P. 628.—Scioppius fays that Bruno main- 
tained that magic is a lawful thing. 


“Tt is plain that he did not approve of 
magic, tho he was fo fimple as to be- 
lieve it, tho not more credible than much 
of what he difbelieved, by Scioppiuf’s own 
Account of his faying Chrift and others 
fuffered juftly for being magicians.” 


P. 689, Art. Pxitre Duxe of Burcunpy. 
—The people imagined he efcaped, and 
was gone to conceal himfelf in an her- 
mitage, from whence he would return 
after. feven years, 


* This fort of notion has prevailed among 
the common people in other countries, as 
about King Arthur, Don Sebaftian, and the 
late K. George, who was thought to be 
fhut up in a caftle in Hanover.” 


Vol. IV. p. 9, Art. Casar,—lIt would be 
wronging him to confider him an Epicu- 
rean with regard to Providence. This 
is liable to three objections: the first 
from this paffage in Salluft, &c., &c. 


“There is a ftronger objection to this, 
which is, that nobody takes this for an ora- 
7 
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tion of Cefar, but one made for him by 
the hiftorian.” 


P. 364, Art. Dr. Samuet Crarxe.—His 
fcruples about fubfcription were great. 
To have nothing required from the 
preachers of the gofpel but what was 
purely primitive, &c. 

“Sr. R. W. had a very long converfa- 
tion one night at Kenfington with Dr. 
Clarke on this fubject. The Queen ahd 
Lady Sundon were very defirous of making 
him a Bifhop, but he would not fubfcribe. 
Sr. R. preffled him very clofe with afking 
him how he could confcientiotfly keep his 
living of St. James, which he held by hav- 
jng fubfcribed.” 


P. 365.—As to the eternity of the punifh- 
ments of hell: they fhall continue the 
whole duration of the wicked. Nothing 
fhall put an end to their. torment. but 
what fhall do fo to their lives and their 
ftate for ever alfo. 

“If Dr. Clarke believed thus, he believ- 
ed a contradiction to his own belief of the 
immortality of the soul.” 


P. 563, Art. Democrirus,—It was enacted 
by the laws, that thofe who had fpent 
their patrimony fhould not be interred 
in the fepulchre of the family. To get 
himfelf exempted from the penalty, he 
chofe among his works that which fur- 
paffed all the reft, and read it to the ma- 
giftrates. They were fo charmed with 
it, they made him a prefent of five hun- 
dred talents, &c. 

‘Is it probable that a little city gave a 
man an hundred thoufand pound for one 
book of his, which he read to them on be- 
ing brought before them for having fpent 
about twenty thoufand ?” 


Vol. V. p. 635, Art. Gutse.—Cardinal 
de Lorrain took pleafure in colleéting 
and fhowing the libels written upon him 
by the Huguenots. 
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“«Mr. Pope kept and ufed to show three 
thick volumes of Pamphlets and fatires 
wrote againft him.” 

(To be continued.) 





Les Libres Prechenrs. 


“ Les Lipres Precneurs, devanciers de Lu- 
ther et de Rabelais; etude hiftorique, 
critique ét anecdotique, fur les x1v.; xv., 
et xvi. fiecles. Par AnrHony |Meray. 
Paris, A. CLaupin, 1860.” 12mo0. pp. 
221. The edition limited to 300 ¢op- 
ies, 


This “ hiftorical ftudy,” which appeared 
firft as a feries of articles in the “ Archives 
du Bibliophile,” treats of a clafs of men, 
the burlefque preachers of the middle ages, 
reprefentatives of whom are to be found 
in the hiftory of every nationality. _ As it 
is propofed to devote a feries of articles in 
The Philobiblion to an examination of their 
importance in the hiftory of our modern 
civilization, and the value of their works 
as fhowing the manners, and the ftyle of 
thought and {peech of the people of their 
times, no better general idea could be-giv- 
en of the intereft and importance of this 
branch of literature, than will be obtained 
by a notice in M. Meray’s cautious but 
appreciative “ Etude hiflorique.” For any 
accurate meafure in the future of the pref- 
ent condition of thought in England, Spur- 
geon will be as neceffary as' Buckle. 

But thefe “ burlefque preachers” were 
not merely noify, religious demagogues, as 
that name would feem to imply. They 
were, as M. Meray calls them, the fore- 
runners of Luther and the Reformation ; 
and he is right in his belief, that ‘ the act- 
ive element of democracy, the lively and 
lafting principle of reform, during the ae 
feudal period which Europe has paffe 
through, was principally to be found within 
the walls of the monafteries. In France,” 
8 
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he goes on, “particularly where the tem- 
poral power never united itfelf, as in Ger- 
many and Italy, with the fpiritual power, 
where the terrorifm of the Inquifition was 
never regularly eftablifhed at the expenfe 
of moral life, as in Portugal and Spain, 
fome of our imonaftic orders, the mendi- 
cants and the preachers, were a fort of pop- 
ular militia, naturally organized for the 
purpofe of defending the caufe of the weak, 
and watching the exceffes of the great. 
Sprung from the people, the majority of 
thefe orators, who fcattered their hot 
words freely to the people, not only in the 
churches, but in the public ftreets, at the 
fire-fides, in the open air and the open 
fields, bore in their ftyle the marks of their 
humble origin. They retained from the 
people their hot anger, their unpolifhed 
eloquence, their jovial and farcaftic tone, 
their facility for error, and. alfo the energy 
of their material appetites, which, in fpite 
of their habitual fobriety and continence, 
they could not always refift,” 

“The monks have been ftudied from 
many points of view. I do not fpeak now 
of the modern monks; thefe feem to me 
out of place in the middle of the nine- 
teenth century ; to-day, when inftruction, 
the defence of higher principles, and criti- 
cal proteftation, have more regular repre- 
fentatives, the monks feem to me as unne- 
cefflary as the dukes, the counts, and the 
barons, who bear the titles of their loft 
offices, fide by fide with the generals, the 
prefeéts, and the mayors who have replaced 
them. I take up the monaftic inftitution 
at the epoch when it was made fruitful by 
faith, and I leave it at the extreme limit of 
its active influence, that is to say, at the 
reign of Henry IV.” 

“The only afpect under which I wifh to 
examine the monaftic legions of the paft, 
is that of their out-door work, of their 
public life: the effect of their words upon 
the world which furrounded them, is the 
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fingle object of thefe pages. I wifh to at- 
tempt to find again the fpirit of our old 
fermons, to ftudy in them their authors in 
their various characters of tribunes, reform- 
ers, moralifts, fatirifts, and critics (fron- 
deurs).” 

*‘Europe remained a long time in this 
half dreamy ftate of myftical reverie, at 
war with invifible and fupernatural agents, 
in that ftate of femi-hallucination in which 
we, awakened, have in our turn surprised 
the old races of Hindoftan, * * * But 
Europe owes this awakening of intelligence, 
this return to active and ftrong afpirations, 
in a great meafure to the’ more and more 
daring protefts of the oratogs of our mon- 
afteries,” . 

“Tf, in this long, intelleétual eclipfe, the 
only afylum for thought had been open to 
none but the members of a theocratic 
cafte, like that of the Brahmins of India ; 
if our monks, by the fingle faét of birth, 
had found themfelves ifolated from the 
mafs which was declared impure by an 
abominable cofmogony ; if thefe guardians 
of the facred fire had lived only among 
themfelves, preferving for their exclufive 
profit, as inviolable fecrets, the fruits of 
their ftudies and the fuperior knowledge of 
infpired books, what would we have been 
now? Would we be able to glorify our- 
felves for our great fuperiority over the 
dwellers on the banks of the Ganges? Affu- 
redly not.” 

‘* Happily for us, the convents were re- 
cruited from among the difinherited mem- 
bers of fociety. Thanks to this poflibility 
of regeneration open to the pariahs of Eu- 
rope, the ferfs became free. Thofe who 
faw all honorable employments clofed to 
their fteps, turned to that in which intelli- 
gence was made available.” 

Confidered from this point of view, the 
monkifh literature, which has too generally 
been confidered a mere tiffue of obfcure 
buffoonery, becomes not only interefting, 
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but abfolutely neceflary for a proper un- Pavilly alfo fignalized by name the great 


deritanding of the times, 


As from the crown officers of Charles VI., “‘ who de- 


popular and formerly defpifed literature of voured and robbed the king and the king- 


the times can alone be gathered the mate- 
rials for a proper underftanding of Shake- 
{peare’s merit, or of the wit and truth of 
Hudibras, fo. it is. only from the fources 
treated by M. Meray that we can obtain 
a juft appreciation of Luther’s claims as the 
leader of the Reformation, of the wifdom 
of Montaigne, of the wit of Rabelais, and 
of the fatire of the Epi/lole Ob/curorum 
Virorum. 

M. Meray’s Etude confifts of nine chap- 
ters, with a Preface, an Epilogue, and Pie- 
ces juflificatives. His firft chapter is upon 
The monks as critics of the temporal 
Princes. In this chapter M. Meray men- 
tions Jacques Legrand, who, in 1405, pub- 
licly upbraided the Queen Ifabeau, “ who 
entered the church with her head proudly 
loaded with ‘hennins,’ her breaft difco- 
perta usque ad ombilicum, and trampling 
upon the floor of the holy place in fhoes 
with beaks two feet long (@ becks de deux 
pieds de long), and accufed the king of 
having his court under the rule of ‘ Dame 
Venus, accompanied by her infeparable 
companions, Gluttony and Debauch,’” Be- 
fore Charles VI. himfelf, in the chapel of 


the Palace, the fame monk accufed the 


dom, acquiring great poffeflions, and build- 
ing chateaux and great houfes.” Savona- 
rola, as the leader of the Dominicans, at 
the end of the fifteenth century preached 
political and religious reform, and after the 
flight of Pierre de Medicis, affirmed in the 
chamber of the grand council in Florence, 
that “ the will of God, in his opinion, or- 
dered a government abfolutely popular, 
and in which it fhould be in the power of 
no citizen to injure either the fecurity or 
the liberty of others.” But of thefe in- 
ftaxces the contemporary hiftories and 
chronicles of the xv. and xvi, centuries 
are full, The monks then were the lead- 
ers of the people, and, as noticed by M. 
Meray, it was only when the diffufion of 
the principles of religious toleration and 
freedom of thought became popular, that, 
as feéts have always done, “‘ fearing for the 
material exiftence of their corporations, 
they became quickly converted to the fide 
of the Church of Rome, and could fee 
unity only in abfolutifm; then they be- 
came difgufted with the philofophy they 
had formerly profeffed ; then fcience*fright- 
ened them, reafon irritated them, all move- 


ment became fufpected by them, and they 


Duke of Orleans of caufing the mifery of became as zealous in benumbing and de- 
the people, calling him “ the accurfed of ftroying fouls, as they before had been in 


the people,” and infifting upon his com- 
plicity with the Queen in “her aétions 
which caufed the public clamor,” and told 
the king that unlefs he caufed arquick and 


freeing and elevating them.” 


In his fecond chapter, M. Meray fhows. 


the monks as the critics of the princes of 
the Church. This was a rich field for 


complete change in the management of the honeft monks who had taken vows of 


affairs, the kingdom would fall into the 
hands of others, Jehan Petit, a cordelier, 


a few years afterwards, juftified in the pul- 
pit. the murder of the Duke of Orleans, 
on the ground that it was “law, reason, 
and equity to killa tyrant, even by am- 
bufh and affafination” (voire par aguets et 
épiements), 


The Carmelite Euftache de 





poverty and chaftity, and kept them. M. 
Meray fhows that even the Proteftant 
preachers of the Reformation hardly equal- 
led fome of their monkifh predeceffors in 
bold fatire upon the vices of the prelates 
of the Church of Rome. 

In his third chapter, M. Meray treats 
of the monks as precurfors of the Refor- 
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mation. Here M. Meray fhows how Cal- 
vin, Luther, Wickliff, Hufs and others, 
were but fucceffful continuers of the move- 
ment which had been begun by the monks, 

The fourth chapter is upon the my/lcs 
and legendaries. ‘The early hiftory of 
Chriftianity is full: of ‘traditions in the 
Church,” fuch as we have in the ‘‘ Golden 
Legend,” in the lives of the Saints, and in 
the works of the Fathers. To reproduce 
and enlarge upon thefe infoluble queftions 
of myfticifm, formed an endlefs fund of 
difcourfe to the monks. As M. Meray 
fays, “‘ the profeffional preachers found in 
the works of William de Saint-Amour, 
Saint Bonaventura, Duns Scotus, Nicolas 
de Lyra, Peter Lombard, and Saint Thom- 
as Aquinas, a mafs of daring affertions 
which had been amaffed by their imagina- 
tions, over-excited by the abufe of ecttatic 
contemplation; the flighteft details of the 
celeftial life had been inventoried by them ; 
their teachings concerning the manners and 
cuftoms of the tranfmundane regions were 
varied and precife. The preachers alfo 
obtained from the works of the contem- 
plative doétors precife teachings concern- 
ing the epifodes and the perfonages of fa- 
cred hiftory, the moft minute incident of 
which had been revealed to thefe myftic 
matters, at the fame time with thofe of the 
heavens. They could then, by the aid 
of their imaginations, give to the people 
the untold details of the lives of the patri- 
archs, and the words exchanged by the 
members of the Holy Family during their 
fojourn here below. Their fimple hearers 
were in no wife aftonifhed at the confidera- 
ble and often very indifcreet additions 
made by the preachers of the xiv., xv. and 
xvi. centuries to the pages’of the two Tef- 
taments,” 

Upon this fubjgé, and that of the mira- 
cles and | [upernatural interventions, which 
forms the theme of his fifth chapter, M. 
Meray gives many curious and quaint de- 
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tails, which will prove interefting not only 
to the ftudents of the manners of the mid- 
dle ages, but particularly to thofe who love 
the literature and the art of thofe times, 
whofe myftical faith and fuperftitious devo- 
tion have taken fuch firm hold upon our 
civilization, that even the immenfe advance 
in {cience and knowledge made during this 
century, feems impotent againft them. 

Their opinions concerning a future life 
is the fubject of the fixth chapter. Of this 
unfathomable myftery the menks of thofe 
days were accurately informed. ‘They were 
equally well acquainted with the pleafures 
of heaven, the probationary pains of pur- 
gatory, and the torments of hell. But it 
was principally upon the laft that they ex- 
patiated, feeming to derive a dreadful de- 
light in defcribing, with impaffioned elo- 
quence, the horrible details of its tor- 
ments, 

The feventh chapter treats of the sto- 
ries and apologues of the old preachers. 
Thefe monks were good ftory-tellers, they 
knew how to point a moral and adorn a 
tale ; and they could excite their audiences 
either by the narration of the ftoical fuffer- 
ings of afceticifm and the rewards of vir- 
tue, or by fome laughable ftory, which we 
would fooner expeét to hear in the tavern 
than in the church, or read in ‘ Les Cent 
Nouvelles Nouvelles,” than in a colleétion 
of fermons. For the details of this chap- 
ter of M. Meray’s, and the eighth, which 
treats of Les Fantavjiftes et les Rabelai/- 
zens, the reader muft be referred to the 
work itfelf. They fhow that the monks 
muft have been in earneft, fince they cer- 
tainly wafted no time in “ patching fig 
leaves for the naked truth.” 

The ninth chapter treats of the detar/s 
of manners in the old collections of fer- 
mons. From a ftudy of thefe colleétions, 
perhaps the beft idea can be obtained of 
the middle ages. There is no rofy light 
of romance thrown over thofe times, in 
11 
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thefe old fermons. They fhow the fpirit 
of their age, its fuperftitious myfticifm, its 
devout faith, its exalted virtue, its daring 
{cepticifm, its bold inquiry, its depravity, 
its vice, its tyranny, its freedom, its igno- 
rance and its knowledge—in a word, the 
details of the life of the people, which 
alone can make the ftudy of hiftory valua- 


ble. 
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This brief view of the fubjeét, which 
it is propofed to continue in thefe pages, is 
neceffarily very general in its character. 
In treating, however, the individual repre- 
fentatives of this branch of literature, it 
will be neceflary to be more minute, and 


to juftify, by ample quotation from their. 


works, their claims to confideration. 


os 


~ The Republick of Letters vs. DM’ Israeli. 


About the clofe of the year 1837, there 
was printed and privately circulated in 
London, “‘as an experimental inquiry into 
the force of truth,” a {mall o€tavo volume 
of 160 pages, entitled : 


“* Curiofities of Literature, by I. D’Ifraeli, 
Efq., Doctor in Civil Law of the Uni- 
verfity of Oxford, and Fellow of the 
Society of Antiquaries of London. 
Allustrated). by Bolton Corney, Efq., 
Honorary Profeffor of Criticifm in the 
amg des Lettres, and Member 
of the Society of Englifh Bibliophiles. 
Greenwich [London: F. Shoberl, 
Junior]. Printed by efpecial com- 
mand.” 


A fecond edition of this intelligent and 
extremely pungent volume was publifhed 
in 1838, “revifed and acuminated,” to 
which Mr. D’lfraeli replied in a vapid 
pamphlet full of perfonal abufe, bearing 
the following alliterative title: ‘‘ THE 
ILLusrrator I:tusrratep,” London, 1838. 
8vo. pp. 81. 


As the following article extracted from 
The Republick of Letters, for January, 
1732, has apparently efcaped the critical 
notice of Mr. Corney, we publifh it with- 
out further comment, as a fupplementary 
page to his ingenious volume, and as another 
beautiful and inftructive illuftration of the 
“ Curiofities of Literature.” 


D’ISRAELI. CURIOSITIES OF LITERATURE, ART. 
** BENTLEY’S MILTON.” 


As it is certain that the blind bard em- 
ployed an amanuenfis, it was not improb- 
able that many words of fimilar found, 
but very different fignification, might have 
diffigured the poem; but our Doétor was 
bold enough to conjecture that this amanu- 
enfis interpolated whole verfes of his own 
compofition in the ‘‘ Paradife Loft!” 


REPUBLICK OF LETTERS, JAN. 1732. ART. 
BENTLEY'S MILTON. p. 108, 


For everybody knows that Milton, when 
he compofed this poem, was blind with a 
Gutta Serena, and therefore obliged to 
make ufe of an amanuenfis; upon which 
account more miftakes muft needs have 
happened, efpecially in monofyllables that 
have a fimilitude of found, than if he had 
been able to write it with his own hand. 
But befides fuch errors as might have been 
committed by the amanuenfis, the Doétor 
fuppofes, that the friend or acquaintance, 
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The firft edition appeared in 1667, and 
the fecond in 1674, in which all the faults 
of the former edition were continued, By 
thefe faults, the Doctor means what he con- 
fiders to be fuch: 


Bentley fays that he will /upply the 
want of Manufcripts to collate (to ufe his 
own words), by his own ‘Sagacity and 
Happy Conjecture.” 


Milton, after the conclufion of Satan’s 
fpeech to the fallen angels, proceeds thus : 


1. He fpake; and to confirm his words 
out flew 

. Millions of flaming ert drawn from 
the thighs 

. Of mighty cherubim; the fudden blaze 

. Far round illumin’d hell; highly they 
rag’d 

. Againft the Highett ; 
grafped Arms 

6. Clafh’d on their founding fhields the din 


of war, 


N 


pw 


and fierce with 


al 
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to whom Milton committed his copy, and 
the correcting of the prefs, did execute that 
truft fo vilely, either through neglect, or 
wilfully, that the Firft Edition came forth, 
polluted as he imagines with fuch monftrous 
faults, as are beyond example in any other 
printed book. If the Doétor’s conjecture 
be right, this is not the worft ufage that 
poor Milton met with from his falfe friend, 
for he further fuppofes him to have taken the 
advantage of the Poet’s poverty and blind- 
nefs, to foift into this work feveral verfes of 
his own. 


The firft edition came out in 1667, and 
a fecond in 1674, in which all the faults of 
the former are continued. To correét or 
remove all thofe faults, is what the Doétor 
has attempted in this edition. 


As there is no Manufcript to be found, 
our learned Editor is of another opinion, 
and says, that the typographical faults, or 
thofe committed by the printer and fuper- 
vifor, are corrigible by retrieving the poet’s 
own words. But if it be afked, how this 
is to be done, the anfwer is very plain and 
fhort, by the Doétor’s Sagacity and Happy 
Conjecture. 

Milton, after the conclufion of Satan’s 
fpeech to the fallen angels, goes on thus: 


1. He fpake; and to confirm his words 
out flew 

2. Millions of flaming /words, drawn from 
the thighs 

3. Of mighty cherubim ; the fudden blaze 

4. Far round illumin’d hell; highly they 
rag’d 

5. Againft the Higheft, and fierce with 
grafped Arms 

6. Clafh’d on their founding fhields the 


din of war, 


7. Hurling defiance tow’rd the Vault of 7. Hurling defiance tow’rd the Vault of 


Heaven. 


In this paflage, which is as perfect as 


Heaven. 


In thefe feven lines, which, I think, are 


human wit can make, the Doétor alters inexpreflibly beautiful and noble, and as 
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three words. In the fecond line he puts 
blades instead of /words ; in the fifth he 
puts /words inftead of arms; and in the 
laft line he prefers walls to vaults (sic). 
vault, All thefe changes are so many 
defcedations of the poem, The word 
Jwords is far more poetical than blades, 
“which may as well be underftood of Anives 
as /words. 


The word arms, the generic for the 
{pecific term, is ftill ftronger and nobler 
than /words ; and the beautiful conception 
of vault, which is always indefinite to the 
eye, while the folidity of walls would but 
meanly defcribe the higheft Heaven, gives 
an idea of grandeur and modefty. 


So parted they; the angel up to heaven, 
From the thick fhade ; and Adam to his 
bower. 


Bentley “conjectures” thefe two verfes 
to be inaccurate, and in lieu of the laft 
writes— 

“* Adam, to ruminate on paft difcourfe.” 


And then our erudite critic reasons! as 
thus: After the converfation between the 
Angel and Adam in the bower, it may be 
well prefumed that our firft parent waited 
on his heavenly gueft at his departure to 
fome little diftance from it, till he began to 
take his flight towards heaven; and there- 
fore “‘fagacioufly” thinks that the poet 
could not with propriety fay that the 
angel parted from the thick /hade, that is, 
the dower, to go to heaven. But if Adam 
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perfeét as human wit can make them, the 
Doétor makes an alteration of three words, 
In the fecond line he puts b/ades inftead of 
swords ; inthe fifth he puts swords inftead 
of arms ; and in the laft line he prefers 
walls to vault, All which changes are 
undoubtedly for the worfe, and inftead of 
improvement, are fo many defcedations and 
debafements of this ineftimable poem, For 
the word swords founds much better in 
heroicks than d/ades, and may as well be 
underftood of knives as swords. 


As for the word arms, that is ftill ftronger 
and more proper, notwithftanding the 
Doétor’s criticifm, in the place where the 
poet ufed it, than swords, which he would 
fubftitute in its place, ‘That the word 
vault is preferable to walls, is, I conceive, 
undeniable, becaufe it always carries with 
it an idea of fomething that is grand, ma- 
jeftic and auguft; as of fome magnificent 
palace or ftately building, which is high- 
arched and vaulted; whereas walls are 
equally applicable to a little garden or low 
cottage as to the higheft Heaven. 


So parted they; the angel up to heaven, 
From the thick fhade, and Adam to his 
bower. 


The Doétor, inftead of the latter of thef© 
two lines, chufes to put this of his own: 


«© Adam, to ruminate on paft. discour/e.” 
> 


Now, to fay nothing at all of the line 
itfelf, I can’t perceive the leaft occafion for 
any alteration in this place; but our Edi- 
tor’s reafon, if I apprehend him right, feems 
to be this: After the converfation was 


ended between the Angel and Adam in the 
bower, it may well be prefumed that our 
firft parent waited on his heavenly gueft 
at his departure to fome little diftance from 
it, till he began to take his flight towards 
heaven; and if fo, our judicious critic 
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attended the Angel no farther than the 
door’ or entrance of the bower, then he 
fhrewdly afks, “How Adam could return 
to his bower if he was never out of it?” 


Our Editor has made a thoufand fimilar 
corrections in his edition.of Milton! Some 
have sufpected that the fame kind inten- 
tion which prompted Dryden to perfuade 
Creech to undertake a tranflation of Hor- 
ace, influenced thofe who encouraged our 
Doétor, in thus exercifing his “‘fagacity” 
and “‘happy conjecture” on the epic of 
Milton. 
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thinks the poet could not with propriety 
fay, that the Angel parted from the thick 
shade—that is, the bower, to go to heaven. 
But if Adam attended the Angel no farther 
than the door or entrance of the bower; 
then he afks this fhrewd queftion; “‘ How 
Adam could return to his bower, if he was 
never out of it ?” 


I have now given the,reader fpecimens 
of every kind of correction, which our 
Editor.has made in this edition of Milton ; 
they are in all above a thoufand. How- 
ever, it may be faid in the Doétor’s behalf, 
that this was not his own voluntary under- 
taking; for he tells us in another place, 
non imjufja cecint. But whoever encour- 
aged him to it, no doubt did it with the 
fame kind intention that Dryden perfuaded 
Creech to undertake a tranflation of 
Horace, 


—— 


Le Cosmopolite 


Le Crroien (szc.) pu Mownpe. 
Patria eft ubicunque eft bene. 
Cic. 5. Tufcul. 37. 

Aux depens de |’ Auteur, 

(N. Fougeret de Monbron). 

(Hambourg et Amfterdam). 

M.DCCL., 12mo, pp. 125. 
This cynical little volume, from which 

Lord Byron feleéted the lugubrious motto 
prefixed to Childe Harold’s Pilgrimage, is 
one of uncommon rarity. Independently 
of the rather vague merit of being excef- 
fively rare, it appears to us to poffefs at 
leaft fufficient bibliographical importance, 
if not enough true literary excellence, to 
juftify a brief notice of its contents, and a 
fhort fketch of the author. The bio- 
graphical data regarding N. Fougeret de 
Monbron are extremely {canty and unfatif- 
factory. According to the Biographie 


Universelle, he was born at Péronne in 
the early part of the eighteenth century 

and died in the month of September, 1761 

Quite early in life he entered the army, 
which, after a few years, he abandoned for 
the profeffion of literature. By this unfor- 
tunate miftake Louis XV. loft prematurely 
a tolerably good foldier, and the world 
gained another unneceflary author of no 
{mall humber of bad books. Monbron 
appears to have been one of thofe mifera- 
able, half-educated, and conceited men of 
flender talents, who adopt literature as a 
trade, None of his works that we have 
feen can be charitably characterized as 
being even ‘‘firft-rate mediocrity.” Like 
the friend of Gil Blas who rhymed himfelf 
into the hofpital, Monbron perfifted in 
writing and publifhing by ftratagem fundty 
grofs and indecent novels, until, ‘one fine 
morning,” as he fays, “ wn Limier de Police 
came to his refidence and thence politely 

15 





December, 1861 


efcorted him to prifon.” After a fhort im- 
prifonment he was releafed by the minif- 
ter, M. de Maurepas, and ordered to leave 
Paris immediately, and not to return again 
within fifty leagues of the city. At this 
point the travels of “ The Cosmopolite” 
(who is fimply M. de Monbron) abruptly 
begin. The following extract from the 
firft page, which commences with the 
paflage quoted by Byron, is a fair fample 
of the querulous fpirit and flippant ftyle 
in which The Cosmopolite is written. We 
preferve faithfully the peculiar orthography 
of M. de Monbron: 


*L’univers eft une efpece de Livre dont on 
n’a li que la prémiére page, quand on n’a 
vi que fon Pais. J’en ai feiiilleté un affez 
grand nombre que J’ay trouvées prefque également 
mauvaifes. Cet examen ne m’a point eté infruc- 
tueux. Je haiffois ma Patrie. Toutes les imper- 
tinences des Peuples divers parmi lefquels J’ay 
vécu m’ont reconcilié avec elle. Quand je 
n’aurois tire d’autre benefice de mes voiages que 
celuy-la, je n’en regreterois ni les frais, ni les 
fatigues.”” 

*‘ Chaffé autrefois de Paris, je conctis le defir de 
vifiter les Habitants de la Grande Bretagne, dont 
quelques bilieux enthoufiaftes m’avoient conté des 
merveilles. Je croiois trouver dans cette Ifle 
fameufe non feulement homme de Diogene, mais 
yen trouver par millions. J’arrivai a Londres 
ennivré de ce doux efpoir. Tout m’y parut au 
premier coup d’eil -infiniment au deffus de l’idée 
qu’on m’en avoit donnée. Chique Anglois etoit 
pour moy une Divinité. Ses aétions, fes démarches 
les plus indifferentes me fembloient toutes dirigées 
par le bon fens et la droite raifon. Sil ouvroit la 
bouche pour parler, quoique je n’entendiffe pas un 
mot de ce qu’il difoit, j’etois dans une admiration 
qui ne fe peut exprimer. Cependant l’etat de mes 
affaires ne me permettant point alors de refter dans 
ce féjour Angelique, je l’abandonai pénétré des 
plus vifs regrets, avec la confolation néantmoins, d’y 
tran{porter mes Lares dés que j’en ferois le maitre.”” 


Leaving England, THe Cosmopouite fets 
out on a fort of a vagabond tour through 
Continental Europe. Henceforth, the 


principal part of the volume is taken up 
with a voluptuous and detailed account of 
his low intrigues with the cooks and cham- 
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bermaids in the inns of the various cities 
he vifits. "The flight fketch that he gives of 
his travels -is too frivolous: and common- 
place to merit analyfis or quotation. We 
venture to give, however, one inftance of 
his fuccefs in gallantry, as it is the moft 
chafte and unexceptionable anecdote in the 


book: 


‘Je fis provifion avant de quitter Lorette, de 
grains benits, de Rofaires, d’ Agnus Dei, et autres 
femblables denrées. On ne fauroit croire de quelle 
reffource font quelquefois ces pieufes babioles pour 
fe faire des amis, Souvent de pareilles guenilles 
m’ont applani bien des difficultés dans le cours de 
mes avantures galantes. Telle Agnés que les 
larmes, les fotipirs et l’or n’auroient pi corrompre, 
(eft fouvent attendrie dla vie d’un chapelet ou 
d’une image miraculeufe. C’eft de cette manicre 
que les Caffards porte-frocs favent engeoler de 
jeunes innocentes et fe procurer les plus char- 
mantes jouiffances. Je diftribuai affez heureufe- 
ment ma dévoté marchandife dans mainte Ville 
de la Romanie excepté a Boulogne, ot une Cham- 
briére me donna /a gale pour une medaille de 
Notre Dame. Au refte ce que je trouvai de con- 
folant dans cette difgrace, c’eft que la fille étoit 
jolie, et qu’on ne pouvit guere gagner la gale ad 
meilleur marché.” 

From Bologna The Cosmopolite con- 
tinues his tour to Venice, Madrid, and 
Lisbon, and thence fails for London, which 
“séjour Angelique” he reaches in fafety. 
Here his travels abruptly end, and he clofes 
his incoherent account of them with this 
philanthropic fentiment : 

“Je méprife trop les hommes pour ambitioner 
leur approbation et leurs aplaudiffements, permis 4 
eux de me rendre mépris pour mépris; je les y 
exhorte méme; auffi bien y a-t-il longtemps que 
jai choifi pour ma Devife: 

Contemni et contemnere. Dixi.” 

Our principal object in noticing Le Cos- 
mopolite has been fimply to preferve a 
flight bibliographical record of a foolifh 
book, which appears to have pleafed Lord 
Byron merely on account of the bitterly 
mifanthropic {pirit in which it is written, 
In a literary point of view it is utterly 
worthlefs, Of M. de Monbron we fhall 
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“no further feek his merits to difclofe.” 
His numerous works are all dead and be- 
yond the poflibility of a refurrection, A 
tolerably complete lift of them may be 
found in Barbier’s Dictionnaire des Ouv- 
rages Anonymes et Pfeudonymes, &c., 4 
vols, 8vo, Paris, 1822-27, to which we re- 
fer the discreet reader. 


Sale of Zelotes fHosmer’s Librarp. 


This is the moft important fale for Bibli- 
ographical ftudents, that has taken place in 
this country during the paft year, and fe- 
leétions of the prices obtained will be both 
interefting and ferviceable to all book 
collectors. It may not be amifs to ftate 
that the fale took place in Bofton, and that 
one of the largeft buyers was a wealthy 
book amateur of this city. 


No. 16. ALLOT, ROBERT. ENG- 
LAND’S PARNASSUS; or, the Choy- 
ceft Flowers of our Modern Poets, with 
their Poetical Comparifons, Defcription 
of Bewties, Personages, Caftles, Pallaces 
Mountaines, Groves, Seas, Springs, 
Riuers, etc. Furst Edation. 12mo. calf. 
London, 1600. $13. 


No. 18. AMES, JOSEPH. TYPO- 
GRAPHICAL ANTIQUITIES; or 
The Hiftory of Printing in England, 
Scotland. and Ireland, containing Me- 
moirs of our Ancient Printers, and a 
Regifter of the Books Printed by them, 
by the late Jofeph Ames, confiderably 

' augmented by William Herbert, and 

now greatly enlarged, with copious notes 

by the Rev. T. F. Dibdin, and illuf 
trated with appropriate engravings, com- 
prehending the Hiftory of Englifh Lite- 
rature, and a View of the Progrefs of the 
Art of Engraving in Great Britain. 
Large Paper copy, only 66 of which 
c 
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were printed. Red mor. extra gilt, by 
Clarke and Bedford. London, 1809-19. 
$184. 

No, 26. AQUINAS, THOMAS DE. 
Summa bE Articutis Fiver er Eccresi® 


Sacramentis. Moguntia typis, Foh. 
Gutenburg. Circa 1460. Small 4to, 
vellum. $20. 


No. 33. ARISTOPHANES, COMG- 
DLA GRCE. Atpus. Venice, 1498. 
Folio. Red Mor. extra gilt. Editio 
princeps of 9 plays. $15. 

No. 52. Arte and Crafte to Rnowe Well 
to Sut, tranflated out of Frenfhe into 
Englyffhe, by Wm. Caxton, the X day 
of Juyn, the Yere of our Lord 1490. 
Folio, half mor. A fac-fimile reprint 
on vellum. = $4.75. 

No. 53. ARTHUR OF BRITAYN. The 
Hiftory of the Valiant Knight, Arthur 
of Little Britain, a Romance of Chivalry, 
Originally tranflated from the French 
by John Bouchier, Lord Berners. Lon- 
don, 1814, 4to. A reprint illuftrated 
with colored plates after drawings in a 
MS. Copy in the Britifh Mufeum. Only 
200 printed. $12.75. 


No. 54. ASCHAM, ROGER. Englith 
Works. London, 1815. calf. Only 
250 printed. $6.75. 


No. 55. ASTLE, THOMAS. Tue 
Oricin anD PRocress oF WariTING, as 
well Hieroglyphic as Elementary. Illuf- 
trated with engravings, &c. London, 
1803. 2d Edit. Large Paper. Royal 
folio. Calf gilt. By Clarke & Bed- 
ford. $12.50. 


No. 73. BALFOUR, SIR JAMES. 
BaLLaDs AND OTHER Fucrrive PogrticaL 
Pisces, chiefly Scottifh, from the collec- 
tions of Sir James Balfour. Edinburgh. 
1834. 4to. Mor. extra gilt. one of two 
copies on vellum, in an edition of only 
48. $10.50. 
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No. 81. BARLOW, JOEL. TueCo- 1819. 3 vols. Large Paper. 8vo. mor. 
LumBiap. Philadelphia, 1807. 4to, gilt. $28.50. 
calf gilt. Portrait and plates. $8.00. No. 163. Do. Tue Genuine Porticat 

Remains, with felections from his Char- 
read ee ade «te acters in profe. By Robert Thyer. Plates 
Cantos, Difplaying the Intercourfe be- and Portraits. London, 1827. mor. 


twixt Chrift and the Soule. London, gilt. $9.75 
1648. Folio, Red mor. gilt, Firft No. 193. CHAPMAN, GEORGE, Tue 
Edition. $7.50, SHADOW oF NicuT, containing two Po- 
eticall Hymnes. London, 1594, 4to. 

No. 119. Brant, Sebastian. Shyp of ‘ — van 


Folys of the World, London, 1509. 
Richard Pynfon. Folio Calf. ‘This 
copy wants g leaves. Black Letter, 
curious. $20.25 


No. 194. Do. Eastwarp Hoe. London. 
1605. 4to, Firft Edition. 5 $1.25. 
No. 195. Do. Att Foores. A Comedy. 
London, 1605, 4to. Firft Edition. 
No. 120. Do. Stultifera Hanis; Tue =* $3.50. 
Sip oF Footrs. London, 1570. Black ‘ 
Letter. Folio, Rufiia gilt. Curious ™®:196. Doi Mossatus -D’Otava, A 
: ; 5 Comedie. London, 1606, 4to. Firft 


Engravings, and with additions of Man- Editio ago 
cin’s Mirour of Good Manners, and —_ <a 
Egloges by Alexander Barclay, the No. 197. Do, THE Cownspiracie AnD 
Tranflator of the work. $76. Tracepie or Cuares, Duke or Byron. 


” sesdtekn saan seamdaain 2 London, 1608. 4to. Firft Edition, $1.25. 
Oo. 139. wadeopeas * vig * No. 199. Do. THe Wipow’s Tears. A 
Worxs. Edited by Simon Wilkin, FL. Commedie. London, 1612. 4to. Firft 
S., with Memoir. London. Pickering. rgition. $2.00 


= Gch, ona at Gren tage p +13. No. 200, Do. THe Georaicxs oF Hestop, 

p elaborately tranflated, containing—Doc- 

No. 140. BRYDGES, SIR S. E. Cex-  trine of Hufbandrie, Moralitie and 
sura Lireraria, 2d Edition,. London, . Pietie, with a Perpetuall Calender of 
1815. 10 vols, 8vo, calf gilt. $46.20. Good and Bad Daies. London, 1618. 


No. 141. Do. BririsH BrstiocrarHer.  4°0- Firft Edition, $16.00. 

London, 1810. 4 vols. 8vo, calf. $17. No. 201. Do, Jusrirication oF a STRaNncE 
Action or Nero, in Burying with a 
Solemne Funeral one of the Caft Hayres 
of his Miftrefs Poppa; alfo a juft Re- 
No. 144. Do. Arcuarca, London, 1815. proof of a Roman Smell-Feaft, being 

2 vols, 4to, Ruflia. $14.50. the Fifth Satyre of Juvenall, tranflated. 


No. 160, BURTON, ROBERT, Taz _ 1ndon, 1629, 4to, calf $2.50. 
Anatomy or Metancuoty. 7th Edi- No. 202. Do. THE Warres or Pompey 


. . AND Cassar, a Roman Tragedy. Out 

tion. Losses, 1660. Folio, calf." 86.50. of which Events is pointer rea Propo- 

No. 162. BUTLER, SAMUEL. Hv-  fition, only a juft Man is a free Man. 

pipras, With Dr. Grey’s.-Annotations, | London, 1631. 4to, red mor. Firft Edi- 

Portraits and Engravings. London, _ tion. $4.00. 
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No. 142. Do. Restirura, Londcs, 1814. 
4 vols, 8vo, calf. $10. 
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No. 203. Do, THe TRracepie or Cuazor, 
Admirall of France. London, 1639. 4to, 
red mor. $3.00. 


No. 204. Do. THe Wuote Works oF 
Homer, Princc of Poets, in his Iliads and 
Odyffes. Neuer before in any languag 
truely tranflated, with a Coment vppon 
fome of his chiefe places: Donne accord- 
ing to the Greeke, by George Chapman. 
London, circa 1611. Folio, mor, gilt. 
In fine condition, and containing The 
Tliad; Sonnets to the Nobility; The 
Odyffes; Batrachomyomacha, or the 
Battaile of Frogs and Mife, and His 
Hymnes and Epigrams, $60.00. 


HMliscellaneous Items. 


Puitosiston, A Treatife on the Love of 
Books, by Richard De Bury, Bifhop of Dur- 
ham, and Lord Chancellor of England. 
Firft American Edition, with the Literal 
Englifh Tranflation of John B. Inglis. 
Collated and Correéted, with Notes, by 
Samuel Hand. Albany: Joel Munfell, 
M.DCCCLXI, fm. 8vo. 


100 copies on fized and calendered paper. 


go ‘ on drawing paper. 
zo ‘* on large paper. 
210. 


It is not our intention at this time to 
examine anywife critically the literary 
merits of this beautiful reprint of THe 
Puitosiston of Richard De Bury. Ina 
fubfequent number of this journal we fhall 
endeavor to give an impartial critical efti- 
mate of the bibliographical and literary 
value of Mr. Hand’s editorial labors on 
this édition de luxe of one of the moft 
quaint and amufing treatifes that have 
come down to us from the Middle Ages, 
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together with the refult of our own re- 
fearches concerning the Life, Times and 
Character of this noble Bifhop, who, in 
many refpects, was one of the moft remark- 
able and ufeful men of the age in which he 
lived. 

ENGLISH PLATONISTS. 

The publifhers of The Pbhilobiblion take 
this opportunity of announcing that a fe- 
ries of Biographical Studies on the Eng- 
lifh Platonifts of the 17th and 18th cen- 
turies, are being prepared expreflly for the 
pages of this Journal. 

The feries will include the names of Dr. 
Benjamin Whichcote, Dr. Henry More, 
Dr. Ralph Cudworth, John Smith, of 
Oundle ; Dr. Theophilus Gale, John Nor- 
ris, of Bemerton; Dr. John Worthington, 
Arthur Collier, Thomas Taylor, Floyer 
Sydenham, and fome other names of lefs 
note. The firft article of the feries will 
be on Dr. Whichcote. 


THE SOLDIER’S POCKET BIBLE, 


The Sotprer’s Pocxer Bistz, an Exact 
Reprint of the Original Edition of 1643. 
With a Prefatory Note, by George Liv- 
ermore, 

“‘ Truft in the Lord, and keep the Powder dry.” 


[One hundred copies printed for private diftri- 
bution. ] 


Cambridge, 1861. 


[Original Title-page. | 

The Soutpier’s Pocxer Biste; Con- 
taining the moft (if not all) thofe places 
contained in holy Scripture, which doe fhew _ 
the qualifications of his inner man, that is 
a fit Souldier to fight the Lords Battels, 
both before the fight, in the fight, aud after 
the fight ; 

Which Scriptures are reduced to feverall 
heads, and fitly applyed to the Souldiers 
feverall occafions, and fo may fupply the 
want of the whole Bible, which a Souldier 
cannot conveniently carry about him ; 


19 , 


16mo, pp. 16. 
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And may bee alfo ufefull for any Chrif- 
tian to meditate upon, now in this mifera- 
ble time of Warre. Imprimatur, Edm. 
Calamy. 


Jof. 18. This Book of the Law fhall not de- 
part out of thy mouth, but thou fhalt meditate 
therein day and night, that thou maift obferve to 
doe according to all that is written therein, for 
then thou fhalt make thy way profperous, and 
have good fucceffe. 


Printed at London by G. B. and R. W. 
for G. C. 1643. 


This very handfomely printed volume 
is, as Mr. Livermore ftates in his Prefatory 
Note, “a fac-fimile reprint of a rare tract 
iffued for the ufe of the army foon after 
the commencement of the Civil War in 
England. Only two copies are known to 
be extant. ‘The one in Mr. Livermore’s 
poffeflion was regarded as unique, until, 
at the fuggeftion of Henry Stevens, Esq., 
of London, ‘the multitudinous rubbifh- 
mountains of old Civil-War Pamphlets, 
fome thirty or fifty thoufand of them 
in the Britifh Mufeum,’ were searched, 
and a duplicate was difcovered there,” 
The title-page of this tract, its date, and 
its general character, conclufively prove its 
purpofe. It was printed in 1643, the 
year in which Colonel Cromwell feems to 
have fifted and completed his invincible 
regiment of Jron/ides, infifting*that his men 
fhould be religious, while he left the par- 
ticular form of religion to their own choice. 
Mr. Livermore has reprinted this {mall 
edition for private diftribution among a 
“‘few friends, who may value fuch a 
memorial of one of the moft important 


periods of Englifh Hiftory.” 


ANECDOTE OF BRUNET. 


M. Silveftre de Sacy, in noticing the 
appearance of the fifth edition of Brunet’s 
“* Manuel du Libraire,” after ftating that 
the colleétion of this learned bibliophile is 
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one of the fineft and richeft in Paris, 
fketches his prefence in the auétion-room. 
Brunet, he fays, like other book-lovers, has 
committed fome follies in his time, and 
poffibly may do fo again. “I have feen 
him in the fale-room a prey to all the paf- 
fions which agitate the humbleft mortals, 
fometimes affecting indifference and turn- 
ing his back whilft an unknown and faith- 
ful agent was bidding for him ; fometimes 
approaching the table by an _ involun- 
tary movement; betraying at laft his fe- 
cret, raifing the mafk, entering himfelf 
valiantly into a ftruggle with a defperate 
competitor until the laft blow affured him 
of the book, which he carried off trium- 
phantly under his arm, after having ob- 
tained it, it is true, at a price three times, 
ten times higher perhaps, than he had cal- 
culated giving for it. I have feen him alfo, 
but rarely, iffue forth vanquifhed and down- 
caft.” Brunet fuccefsful would, neverthe- 
leis moralife to himfelf and fay: ‘<1 have 
paid too dear for the book, it is true, but 
I have it!” The new edition of the 
“*Manuel” is augmented by a third at 
leaft, and more fpace has been given to 
Englifh and German literature. M. de 
Sacy fays: ‘‘ We have all become a little 
German and a little Englifh, which is not 
to be regarded as an evil if we do not rifk, 
at the fame time, becoming a little ‘lefs 
French.” 


ALLITERATIVE POETRY. 


A brief conclusion, fhere you may see, 
Gach ford in the berse to begin with a C. 


The thrifty that teacheth the thriving to thrive, 

Teach timely to traverfe, the thing that thou 
*trive, 

Tranfferring thy toiling, to timelinefs taught, 

This teacheth thee temp’rance, to temper thy 
thought. 

Take trufty (to truft to) that thinkeft to thee, 

That truftily thriftinefs trowleth to thee, 

Then temper thy travell, to tarry the tide. 

This teacheth thee thriftinefs, twenty times try’d, 

20 
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Take thankfull thy talent, thank thankfully 
thofe, 

That thriftily teacheth thy time to transpose. 

Troth twice to be teached, teach twenty times 


ten, 
This trade thou that takest, take thrift to thee 
then. Tuomas Tusser. 


FRIGHTED FANNY’S FAITHFUL FRIEND, TO FRED- 
ERIC, FICTITIOUSLY FOND. 


Artful ape of amorous'‘airs, 

Baneful bait thy ballad bears ; 
Coaxing coxcomb, curb thy course, 
Disdain the dark, the De’il divorce. 
Ever eager to ensnare 

Foolith, flighty, friendlefs fair ;— 
Grisly ghosts, and goblins growling, 
Hurl him headlong, hideous, howling. 
Impious image, imp ingrate, 

Know, you kill’d the kindly Kate ; 
Lovely Lydia, lan] and lone, 
Mopes with meagre, morbid moan ; 
Ninety nymphs, nay, ninety-nine 
On thy odious oaths opine ; 

Pens and pencils pine to paint 
Quibbling quiddities, or quaint ; 
Rigid reason rants and roars, 

Sighs and sobs, and sinks and soars ; 
Tries the tender, tries the terse, 
Vents variety in verse ; 

Warbles words, which wisely won 
Xenocrates and Xenophon, 
Younker, yield to yawning, yea— 
Zounds, I’m safe at zig zag zee. 


TOM MOORE AND ANDREW MARVELL. 

I have lately noted a few remarkable co- 
incidences of thought and expreflion, that 
look wonderfully like plagiarifm. If not 
abfolutely ‘“‘conveyed” by later writers, 
the refemblance is at leaft very ftriking and 
curious. 

In Marvell’s lines to the Bermudas we 
read, as the concluding couplet : 


And all the way, to guide their chime, 
With falling oars, they kept the time.” 


In Moore’s Canadian Boat Song, the 
fecond line runs thus: 
“ Their voices kept tune, and their oars kept time.” 


Moore had vifited Bermuda, and mutt 
have read Marvell. 


Che Philobiblion. 


Number 1 


The prototype of the fourth line of Hal, 
leck’s beautiful verfes on Drake, 


“Nor named thee but to praife,” 


feems to be found in an epitaph written by 
Marvell : 


“ Enough and leave the reft to fame, 
Tis to commend her but to name.” 


HAWTHORNE AND EVANGELINE, 


Hawthorne, in his Grand Father’s Chair, 
fuggefted the fubject of the enforced exile or 
the happy Acadians, as a fit topic for the 
poet, fome years before the appearance or 
Evangeline, and very probably Longfellow 
adopted this hint. ‘The poet had been the 
genial reviewer of Twice Told Tales, in 
an-article of generous eulogy, in the North 
American Review, on the firft appearance 
of that admirable collection in 1837. 

WV. ee 


Notes and Queries. 


SUCKLING AND SHAKESPEARE, 


Looking over “The Mufes’ Library’’ 
the other day, I ftumbled upon Mrs, 
Cooper’s quotation from Shakefpeare—an 
extract from ‘‘’The Rape of Lucrece”—the 
firft line of which recalled a poem of Suck- 
ling’s, which poem no one, fo far as I am 
aware, has yet noticed. It is this (I copy 
from the 3d edition of Suckling’s works— 
1658) : 

A SupPLEMENT OF AN IMPERFECT Copy oF VERSES 


or Mr. WittiaM SHakespeares, By THE Au- 
THOR. 


One of her hands, one of her cheeks lay under, 
Cozening the pillow of a lawful kiffe, 
Which therefore fwgl’d, and feem’d to part afun- 
der, 
As angry to be rob’d of fuch a bliffe : 
The one lookt pale, and for revenge did long, 
While t’other blufht, caufe it had done the wrong. 
21 
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2. 
Out of the bed the other fair hand was 
On a green fattin quilt, whofe perfect white 
Lookt like a Dazie in a field of graffe, 
And fhew’d like unmelt fnow unto the fight ; 
There lay this pretty perdue, fafe to keep 
The reft o’th’ body that lay faft afleep. 


Her eyes (and therefore it was night) clofe laid, 
Strove to imprifon beauty till the morn : 
But yet the doors were of fuch fine {tuffe made, 
That it broke through, and fhew’d itfelf in 
fcorn, 
Throwing a kind of light about the place, 
Which turn’d to fmiles {til as’t came near her 
face. 
4. 
Her beams (which fome dull men cal’d hair) di- 
vided 
Part with her cheeks, part with her lips did 
{port ; 
But thefe, as rude, her breath put by ftill; fome 
Wifelyer downwards fought, but falling fhort, 
Curl’d back in rings, and feem’d to turn agen 


To bite the part fo unkindly held them in. 
At the beginning of the 4th line of the 


2d ftanza, in the old edition, is an afterifk, 
and at the end of the line the fellow to it, 
and thefe words: “ Thus far Shake/peare.” 

Turn, now, to “The Rape of Lucrece,” 
and read what follows: 


‘¢ Her lily hand her rofy cheek lies under, 

Cozening the pillow of a lawful kifs ; 

Who therefore angry, feems to part in funder, 

Swelling on either fide to want his blifs ; 

Between whofe hills her head entombed is : 
Where, like a virtuous: monument, fhe lies, 
To be admir’d of lewd unhallow’d eyes. 

‘¢ Without the bed her other fair hand was, 

On the green coverlet; whofe perfect white 

Show’d like an April daify on-the ‘grafs, 

With pearly fweat, refembling dew of night. 
Her eyes, like marigolds, had fheath’d their light, 
And, canopied in darknefs, fweetly lay, 

Till they might open to adorn the day.” 


There are two more ftanzas of fimilar 
defcription, devoted to the hair and breatts 
of Lucrece, but as they bear no refem- 
blance to Suckling’s, they need not be 
quoted. The queftion which now occurs 
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is: What did the editor of Suckling’s vol- 
ume (the firft edition was publifhed in 1646, 
four years after the poet’s death) mean by the 
title which he prefixed tothe poem? Did 
he confider the firft ten lines imperfect, as 
they ftand in ‘‘ The Rape of Lucrece,” or 
was he under the impreffion that they 
were a fragment of Shakefpeare’s? Evi- 
dently the latter, Another queftion now 
rifes: Were the lines, as they ftand in 
Suckling’s poem, the original rough draft 
of the paffage in “‘ The Rape of Lucrece,” 
or did Shakefpeare, at a later period (later, 
I mean, than the publication of “‘ The Rape 
of Lucrece;” 1594), try to amend it? 
*“What fong the fyrens fang,” faith old 
Sir Thomas Browne, ‘‘or what name 
Achilles affumed when he hid himfelf 
among women, though puzzling queftions, 
are not beyond all conjecture.” Neither are 
the queftions which I have juft propounded. 
But as for anfwering them, no mortal can 
do it. Could we fummon the mighty 
{pirit of the great Magician from 


‘© The dark backward and abyfm of time,”” 


he could tell us; even the courtly Bohe- 
mian, Sir John, could we entice him from 
the bowling alleys of Hades (he was ac- 
counted, in his lifetime, the beft bowler 
in England), might fhed fome light on the 
fubject. But till we can do this, we muft 
remain in the dark, My own opinion is 
that Suckling tried his ‘‘ prentice han’” at 
amending the youthful verfes of Shake- 
fpeare; and, under the judgment of wifer 
wits, that he did not altogether fail. 
Suckling (let me, like Falftaff, “‘ babble 
o’ thefe green fields”) was an ardent ad- 
mirer of Shakefpeare, as may be feen in the 
beautiful Bowdlerized edition of his works, 
edited by the Rev. Alfred Suckling, LL.B. 
(Longmans, 1836.) In a letter to his fif- 
ter, Martha, the wife of Sir John Southcott, 
of Shillingford, a bad man, by the way, 
who, in the words of the editor, completed 
22 
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a courfe of conjugal unkindnefs by the ap- 
palling crime of fuicide, are thefe words: 
** And yet, as ill a mien as this aét has, 
*twas d-la Romanfci, as you may fee by a 
line of Mr. Shakefpeare’s, who, bringing in 
Titinius after a loft battle, {peaking to his 
fword, and bidding it find out his heart, 
adds = 


* By your leave, gods! this isa Roman’s part. ” 


Another letter begins as follows: 
“Sir: 

“We are at length arrived at that river, 
about the uneven running of which my 
friend, Mr. William Shakefpeare, makes 
Henry Hotfpur quarrel fo highly with his 
fellow-rebels ; and, for his fake, I have been 
fomething curious to confider the {cantlet of 
ground that angry Monfieur would have 
had in; but can not find it could deferve 
his choler,” etc. In a note upon this 
paflage, the Rev. Alfred Suckling fays: 
“It is worthy of remark, that Sir John 
Suckling calls Shakefpeare his friend: this 
is probably an expreffion arifing fimply 
from his admiration of our immortal bard ; 
yet he might have feen that writer, while 
a boy, and, very probably, had been in his 
company.” It is poflible, certainly, but 
{carcely probable, Sir John being born in 
1609, and “‘ Mr. William” dying in 1616. 
Mr. Suckling alfo notices a portrait of Sir 
John, painted by Vandyke, and formerly 
in the poffeflion of Lady Southcott, in 
which he is reprefented as holding a folio 
book of poetry in his -left hand, and a few 
of its leaves with his right. On the edge 
of the book is a paper, on which is written, 
Shak/peare. 

But enough of this, 

A few words more, however, in reference 
to the poem with which I hegan. The 
4th ftanza, as I have copied it, and as it 
reads in all the editions that I have feen, 
early as well as late, is, as the reader may 
have noticed, imperfect, the i1ft and 3d 
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lines not rhyming, as they fhould. What 
is the matter with them? Has the rhym- 
ing word dropped off of the 3d line, or 
were both lines tranfcribed incorreétly? 
They were incorrectly tranfcribed, there 
can be no doubt, and fhould read in this 
fafhion, or fomething like it: 

“Her beams (which fome dull men called hair) 

dividing, 
Part with her cheeks, part with her lips did 
{port ; 
But thefe, as rude, her breath put by; ftill, glid- 
in 

Some -wifelier downwards fought; but falling 

fhort,”” étc. 

But perhaps “ fliding” is better than 
** gliding.” R. H. S. 
VOLTAIRE AND THE EPISTOLA OBSCURORUM 

VIRORUM.  . 

Voltaire, in his fecond letter, addreffed 
to His Highnefs the Prince of Brunfwick, 
“Sur Rabelais et sur @autres d’avoir 
mal parlé de la religion Chrétienne,” cites 
a pailage in the 28th Letter of the Epif- 
tole Obfcurorum Virorum, from what he 
calls ‘an ancient tranflation” (of courfe 
into French) of thefe extraordinary letters, 
I fhall be very much obliged to any 
of your readers, for any bibliographical 
information regarding this “ ancient tran/- 
lation” —and, indeed, a notice of any an- 
cient or modern verfion of thefe “ Letters 
of Obfcure Men” will be gratefully re- 


ceived by Pautus SiLeNnTIarIus, 


THE THREE WARNINGS, 


Can any of your readers tell me when 
and where “‘ Death and the Rake,” a poem 
by Nathaniel Cotton, was firft printed? 
The collection in which I find it (‘ Va- 
rious Pieces in Verfe and Profe; by the 
late Nathaniel Cotton, M.D.” 1791), 
publifhed three years after his death, is the 
only one of his works mentioned — by 
Lowndes ; but Allibone, in his Dictionary, 
{peaks of a volume (fo, at leaft, I take it to 
be) of Fables, to which he prefixes the 
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dates 1751, ’64, and in which the piece is 
likely to be found, if one may judge by the 
place it occupies in the collection already 
mentioned. My reafon for the query 
above is, that it (the poem, not the query) 
bears a fingular refemblance to “The 
Three Warnings” of Mrs. Thrale, which 
was firft publifhed (I learn from Hayward’s 
recent life of Mrs. Piozzi) in 1766, in a 
volume of Miscellanies, got up by Dr. 
Johnfon for the benefit of Mrs. Williams, 
one of his dependents or penfioners, as the 
readers of Bofwell may remember. The 
leading idea of both poems is the fame; 
the meafure, too, bating one or two irregu- 
lar lines, in “The Three Warnings,” is 
identical, Mrs, Thrale’s verfion is incom- 
parably the beft, her conception of the fub- 
ject being clearer and more profound than 
the good Doctor’s, and her handling of it 
more artiftic. Whether it be original with 
her, or with him, is a matter worth fet- 
tling. My own opinion is, that “‘ Thrale’s 
gray widow” committed a larceny, feloni- 
oufly appropriating the literary goods of 
the aforefaid Dr, Cotton for her own pur- 
pofes. Or did both “convey” it from 
fome older original—a fable, or apologue 


of the good old monkifh days? R. H. S. 


MISS POLLY BAKER, 


Abbé Raynal, in his Hiftory of the In- 
dies, introduces the ftory of Mifs Polly 
Baker, and her fpeech before a Court of 
Judicature in the Colony of Connecticut, 
on her fifth profecution for having baftard 
children, ‘‘ which influenced the Court to 
difpenfe with her punifhment, and induced 
one of her judges to marry her the next 
day.” The Abbé relates this occurrence 
as a matter of fact. I believe the author- 


fhip of this fpeech is ufually attributed to 
Dr. Franklin, but do not know on what au- 
thority. Can you give the date of its firft 
publication, and true name of the author? 


S. 
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GARTH’S DISPENSARY. 


Can you tell me when, and by whom, 
the blanks were filled, and the allegorical 
names explained, in Garth’s ‘* Difpenfary ?” 
I have read his biographers to no purpofe ; 
the queftion does not feem to have oc- 
curred to them. I have, alfo, confulted 
Lowndes in vain. He fays the poem 
paffled through many editions, (three, I 
think, in the firft year,) but that is all, 
which is nothing to my purpofe. My own 
opinion is that the blanks were fupplied, 
and the names explained, by Dr. Johnfon, 
when he edited that bookfellers’ {pecula- 
tion—the collection of the poets—which 
has fince borne his name, and that he per- 
formed the work with his ufual careleffnefs, 
That the tradition, (for I prefume there 
was one,) which he followed in his inter- 
pretation of the allegorical names, was not, 
in all cafes, to be depended on, admits of 
no doubt. Indeed, it could fcarcely be 
otherwife, fo infignificant muft have been 
fome of the perfons whom Dr, Garth {fati- 
rized, and fo little known beyond the nar- 
row walks of their profeffion, Chalmers 
agrees with Johnfon in his interpretation of 
thefe names; in faét, follows him blindly. 
The editor of the Chifwick Edition of the 
Poets (I forget who he was) differs occa- 
fionally from both. 

I have an early copy of “‘'The Difpen- 
fary,” (3d edition, 1699,) with the blanks 
filled in, and the allegorical names explain- 
ed, in the handwriting of the time, I am 
inclined to think, by Garth himfelf. At 
any rate, the writer, whoever he was, was 
very well pofted in the details of the fub- 
ject. Take the name of Colon, for in- 
ftance, the firft allegorical perfonage, if I 
remember rightly, in the poem. In Chal- 
mers and Johnfon Colon is Dr. Lee; in 
the Chifwick edition, he is Birch, an apoth- 
ecary. In my copy he is “‘ Geftrop, an 
Apothecary in Hattengarden,” — 
a little further on, is Houghton, an apothe- 
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cary, according to the Chifwick edition ; 
but Dr. Barnard, in Johnfon and Chalmers. 
The latter were right, or nearly fo, for my 
copy has on the margin, “ Dr. Bernard 
late aftronomy profeffor at Oxon.” Who, 
fave the author, or fome of his intimate 
friends, could have fupplied the data, in 
the laft half of the note, which fhows the 
appofitenefs of the name, Horo/cope? 
Duafenna, in the 3d book, is Gilftrop, an 
apothecary, (query, Geftrop ?) in Johnfon, 
Chalmers, and the Chifwick edition; in 
my copy he is ‘ Goddard, an Apothe- 
cary.” 
“Two Brothers, nam’d Afcarides, 


are the Pearcis, apothecaries, in the three 
editions juft mentioned ; according to my 
copy they are ‘‘ Parrot an Apothecary & 
his partner.” A few pages further we come 
to the “ Younger A/karis,” (evidently the 
fingular of A/cardes,) who is Parrot, as in 
my copy. In the 4th Book occurs a 
blank R Johnfon and Chalmers, 
and, for aught I know, the Chifwick man, 
fill it up “‘ Rowe,” and add, in a note at 
the bottom of the page, “Mr. Anthony 
Rowe.” My copy has “Roe,” under- 
neath of which is written ‘‘ Clerk of ye 
Kitchen.” Cel/us in the last book is Dr. 
Bateman, in the other editions ; in my copy 
“The Author,” a perfon of fome confe- 
quence in a poem like “ The Difpenfary,” 
though Johnfon and Chalmers did not feem 
to think fo, judging from the cool manner 
in which they robbed him of his réle. Gu- 
iacum, a fpirit whom Ced/us meets in 


“The filent Region of the fleeting fhades,” 


is Dr. Morton in Johnfon, Chalmers & 
Co. ; according to my copy he is ‘‘ Hobs 
a furgeon deceafed.” The fact of Hobs 
having been a surgeon on earth explains 
the lines which the poet puts in his mouth: 





“Thofe Spectres feam’d with Scars that threaten 
there, 
The Victims of my late ill conduct are.” 
D 
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To conclude for the prefent. Pleafe 
confider the ‘query with which I opened, 
as being put again, and another added to 
it, viz.: What is the original of “The 
Difpenfary ?”” I know what is faid of its 
being an imitation of Boileu’s “ Lutrin.” 

R. H. S. 
THE BEGUM. 

Southey dedicates THe Docror to a 
myfterious perfonage, whom he calls The 
Bho Begum Kedora Hiabarma. Can you 
inform me the meaning of thefe ftrange 
words? and alfo whether they refer to a 
real perfon, or are fimply a quaz? 

Se 
AN UNPUBLISHED TRANSLATION 
BY DRYDEN. (?) 


The poem below, a translation from Dr. 
Henry More, the Platonift, is copied from 
the fecond edition of his ‘ Philofophical 
Poems” (1647). The MS., which is 
written on a fly-leaf at the end of the vol- 
ume, is in an old hand, not much later, I 
judge, than the volume itfelf; the laft 
twelve lines were written when the hand, 
if it be the fame, which I doubt, had un- 
dergone confiderable changes. After a 
careful examination of all the handwriting 
of that period which I can procure (MS. 
and fac-fimiles), | have come to the con- 
clufion that the tranflation was made by 
John Dryden, at, or near, the beginning of 
his poetical career, I bafe this opinion on 
certain peculiarities in the formation of the 
capitals, particularly the M’s; in the way 
of internal evidence I find an exceffive ufe 
of the verb “do” in its various conjuga- 
tions (a weaknefs with glorious old John in 
his poetical youth), and an almoft imme- 
diate repetition of fimilar rhymes. The 
volume belonged, in 1735, to one R. 
Palmer. R. H. S. 

Monocardia—/fingle heartedne/s, 

When the Heart is one, having conquer’d fin, 
What is it thus invades my Spright, 

And moves my Heart wth foft Delight ? 
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New Triumphs do my foul upheave, 
New Joys & Pleafures I conceive. 
Ah! now I feel my Selfe to go, 

And all in fluid Flames to flow; 

A gentle Fire fweet, & ftrong, 

Runs and pervades my Joynts along: 
And doth a warm enravithed fenfe 
Through foul & Body all difpence; 
Lett fome then dear Fabella prize, 
Some praife Corinna to the Skyes, 
Me Monocardia alone doth take, 
And doth her facred Poet make, 
Fills me with Joy, & foft Defire, 
And with a holy Love infpire. 

O {weet Simplicity! bleft one, 

Fair Queen! to be Compar’d to none, 
In Brightnefs thou exceedft ye Moon, 
The ftarrs by thee are all outfhone ; 
For who can fee thy Bofom bright? 
Thy Beams, thy Glory, or thy Light 
Treafures of fnow aad Ivory white. 
The Moon’s alas Compared to thee 
Blacker then blackeft Cloud can be, 
And every ftarr yt fhines foe bright 
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Is darker than the fhade of Night; 

Or than Darknefs it felf can be, 

And fo is Snow and Ivory; 

Nay but if thy fweet lovely Sphere 

And fhining orbs I fee but Clear, 

Charming to Joy, & holy Love, 

The fun it felfe is @ark above: 

It drowns ye broad Day of the World, 

And all is into Midnight hurl’d : 

O Queen of Queens! & Goddefs bright! 

Heaven’s Glory! & Mankind’s Delight! 

Long Chain of Gold yt doth all bind 

And God & Man by thee are joyned, 

Heaven’s winged Sprights around ye play, 

And with foft care thy ftepps upftay, 

Suftain thy gentle Feet aright, 

Dear Charge of God & Heav’ns Delight. 

O Spring of Joy & Pleafure meet ! 

O thrice fair Nymph! & Virgin fweet! 

Who whileft thou gently doft poffefs 

Our inmoft Suuls (their Happinefs) 

Filling us thus wth Heavenly Love, 

Thou featft us *mongft ye Gods above, 
26 
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